
Vaughn, Lorena 

From: Nann, Barbara 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, July 10, 2017 2:39PM 
Vaughn, Lorena 

Subject: FW: FRN [FOIA Request EPA-R6-2017-008762] 
Attachments: Arkansas Regional Haze Stay (002).pdf; Arkansas Regional Haze Reconsideration Letters 

April 2017 (002).pdf 

From: Nann, Barbara 
Sent: Wednesday, April19, 2017 4:32PM 
To: Montgomery, William <Montgomery@adeq.state.ar.us> 
Cc: Spencer, Stuart <SPENCER@adeq.state.ar.us> 
Subject: RE: FRN 

Here you go. 

Barbara 

From: Montgomery, William [mailto:Montgomery@adeq.state.ar.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, April19, 2017 3:17PM 
To: Nann, Barbara 
Cc: Spencer, Stuart 
Subject: RE: FRN 

Julie hasn't seen the FRN. Could you forward it along to me? 

Will 

From: Nann, Barbara [mailto:nann.barbara@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 2:58 PM 
To: Montgomery, William 
Cc: Spencer, Stuart 
Subject: RE: FRN 

EPA sent a copy of the FRN to Julie Chapman today. 

Barbara 

From: Montgomery, William [mailto:Montgomery@adeq.state.ar.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, April19, 2017 2:55 PM 
To: Nann, Barbara <nann.barbara@epa.gov> 
Cc: Spencer, Stuart <SPENCER@adeq.state.ar.us> 
Subject: FRN 

Barbara, 
Any news on a potential viewing? 
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Thanks, 

William K. Montgomery 
Policy & Planning Branch Manager 
Office of Air Quality 
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality 
Ph. # (50 I) 682-0885 
E-mail: Montgomery@adeg.state.ar.us 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

40 CFR Pnrt 52 

lfo:PA-R06-0AR-2015-0l89; FRL-______ _ 

6560-50-p 

Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State of Arkansas; Regional Haze and 

Interstate Visibility Tmnsport Fl,dcmllmplcmcntation Plan; Partial Stay 

AGENCY: l'nvironmentall'rotcction Agency (I:'PA). 

ACTION: Partial stay of effectiveness of linal rule. 

SUMMARY: By a letter dated April xx, 2017. Eel'/\ announced the convening ora proceeding 

l<>r reconsideration or certain requirements in the Jinal rule promulgating a Federal 

Implementation Plan (I'll') l(>r the State or Arkansas addressing regional haze and interstate 

visibility transport under the Federal Clean Air Act (the Act. or(';\;\). The rule was published in 

the Federal Register on September 27.2016. Today, EPA is administratively slaying for 90 days 

the e!Tcctivcncss of the rule requirements that are under reconsideration. The EPA is adding 

language to the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) to rclleet this stay. 

DATES: The cncctiveness of40 CFR 52.173 (c)(7) and (c)(25) relating to the compliance elutes 

for the NO, emission limits J(Jr FlinL Creek Unit I, White Bluff Units I and 2. and Independence 

Units I and 2. as well as the compliance dates I(Jr the SCh emission limits l(>r White Bluff Units 

1 and 2 and Independence Units I and 2. fife stayed !'rom I INSERT DATI': OF 

PUBLICATION IN TilE FIWEHAL REGISTF:RJuntiiJINSERT DA'I'I<: 90 DAYS AF1TR 

DATE OF PliBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER!. 



AUDRESSF:S: The EPA has established a docket ror this reconsideration proceeding under 

Docket lD No. EPA-R06-0AR-20 I 5-0 I 89. All documents in the docket are available 

ckctronieally at hi!J>:.i\1'11'\\'.l'l'gu/ations.go\' and in hard copy at EI'A Region (J, 1445 Ross 

Avenue. Suite 700. Dallas. TX. 75202-27.'\3. To inspect the hard copy materials. please schedule 

an appointment during normal business hours with the contact listed in the FOR FURTHER 

INFORMATION CONTACT section.;\ reasonable Icc may be charged t(Jr copies. 

FOR FURTHIW.INFORMATION CONTACT: Harbara Nann. (214) 665-2 !57; 

na1111. harhara(<~epa.g()l'. 

SUPI'LEMI<:NTARV INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

On September 17. 2016. El' A (''we'') published a rule titled '·Promulgation or Air Quality 

Implementation Plans: State of Arkansas: Regional I laze and Interstate Visibility Transport 

Federal Implementation Plan" (Arkansas Regional Haze FIP or Fll') addressing certain 

requirements or the Regional Haze Rule at 40 CFR 51.308 and the Ci\1\ regarding inlerlercnee 

with other states' programs I(Jr visibility protection (interstate visibility transport) triggered by 

the issuance or the 1997 ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards (N 1\;\QS) and the I 997 

line particulate matter (l'ivb5 ) Ni\i\QS. 1 

The Arkansas Department ol' Environmental Quality (1\DEQ) submitted a petition to the 

El'1\ dated November 22.2016, seeking reconsideration and un administrative stay ol'spccilic 

portions ol'the linal Arkansas Regional I laze FII' pursuant to section 307(d)(7)(B) or the CAl\ 

1 81 FR ()6332: s('e also 81 FR MU Jl) (Octohl'r 4, 2016) (correction). 



and section 705 of the Administrative Procedure Act (AI' A). Similar petitions were submitted by 

l'ntcrgy 1\rkansas Inc .. Entergy Mississippi Inc .. and Entergy Power LLC (collectively Entcrgy) 

and the Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation (AECC). owners or Flint Creek. White Bluli 

and lnclcpcmlcncc 1:1cilities and the Energy Environmental Alliance of Arkansas (EEAA). Under 

section J07(d)(7)(13) oft he CAA. the Administrator shall commence a reconsideration 

proceeding iJ: in the Administrator's judgmclll. the petitioner raises an objection to a rule that 

was impracticable to raise during the commclll period or if the grounds lor the OQjection arose 

al\er the comment period hut within the period for judicial review. In either case. the 

Administrator must also conclude that the objection is uf central relevance to the outcome of the 

rule. The Administrator may stay the etfcctivcncss o!'the rule for up to 90 days during such 

reco ns i tier at ion. 

In a letter dated April x, 2017. EPA announced the convening ora proceeding I(Jr 

reconsideration under section 307(d)(7)(B) oft he compliance dates I{Jr the NUx emission limits 

for Flint Creek Unit I. White BluiT Units I and 2. ancllndcpcndcncc Units I and 2. Further. 

basc'd on statements by Entcr~y regarding the I imited !'uture operations of White Blulf. the EPA 

also clctcrmincclto grant reconsidemtinn of the SOl emission limits lor Units I and 2 at the 

!ircility. We granted reconsideration of these provisions of the Fll' because the grounds fur 

l'ctitioncrs· objections arose allcr the close of the comment period and are of central relevance to 

the outcome of the linal rule pursuuntto Clean Air Act section 307(d)(7)(13). The EP;\ did not 

spccilically request comment on the I 8-month compliance dates I(Jr NOx controls in the FIP. and 

reconsideration will allow I(H· additional public comment on these issues. In addition, new 

inl(mnation clarilied the intent or Entcrgy's comments regarding future operations at White 

BluiTand indicated that reconsideration of the S02 best available retrofit technology (131\Rl) 
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~mission limits based on a shorter remaining usditllilc is warrnnled. Finally. as we arc 

reconsidering the compliance dates lllr the NOx emission limits at Independence. we arc also 

reconsidering the compliance elates l(w the so, emission limits !(Jrlndcpcndence Units I and 2 

to ensure that the schedule l(,r compliance ll1r these emission limits is coordinated. The EPA did 

not take actinn on the remaining issues in the petitions n.1r rcconsiderntion or the Arkansas Fll'. 

A copy or this leller is included in the docket. Docket lD No. EPA-R06-0AR-2015-0 189. 

We will prepare a notice of proposed rulemaking that will provide ADEQ. Entergy. 

AECT. FICA;\ and the publi~ an opportunity to commentun the issues identil1cd above as well 

as any other matter we believe will bcnelillium additional comment. 

II. Partial Stay of Certain Provisions of the FII' 

The EPA hereby issues a 90 day stay ti·omf!NSERT nAT" OF l'liBLICATIONf or 

the cf!cctivencss of'40 CI"R 52.173(c)(7) and 52.173(c)(25) with regards to the compliance dates 

!(,,.the NOx emission limits for Flint Creek Unit I. While Blu!TUnils I and 2. ancllnclcpcndence 

Units I and 2. and the compliance dates li.>r the so, emission limits for While Bluff Units I and 

2 and Independence Units I and 2. We arc amending the Code or Federal Regulations to rcllccl 

this stay. This slay docs not apply to any other provisions of the rule. If the I'!' A is unable to 

complete linal action on reconsideration prior to the conclusion of this stay. we will consider 

granting a rurthcr stay or the rule. This stay. however. docs not alter or extend the ultimate 

compliance timclh1mcs set out in the Jinal FIP. The EI'A intends to propose a li.nurc rulemaking 

to extend the (kadlincs to accuunt li.Jr the period or the stay or to account lor another alternative 

proposal. 



Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State of Arkansas; Regional Haze :md 

hlfcrstatc Visibility Tnlllsport Federal Implementation Plan; Partial Stay 

Page 5 of 6 

joist of Subjects in 40 CFR Pm~t_51. 

l:nvironmcntal protection. Air pollution control. Best available rctrollt technology. 

Incorporation by reference. Intergovernmental relations. Interstate transport of pollution. 

Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone. Particulate matter. Regional haze. Reporting and recordkecping 

requirements. Sulfur dioxides. Visibility. 

Dated: APR 1 7 2017 

1:. Scott Pruitt. 

i\dmi ni strator. 
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Title 40. chapter I. of the Code of Federal Regulations is amended as ti1llows: 

PART 52- APPROVAL ANn PROMULGATION OF IMPLEMRNTATION PLANS 

I. The authority citation llw part 52 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 el se<J. 

Subpart E--Arkansas 

2. Amend~ 52.173 by adding paragraph (c) to read as lollows: 

~52.173 Visibility protection. 

* * * 

(c) Paragraphs (e)(7) and (e)(25) of this section relating to the compliance elates I(H· the NO.~ 

emission limits 1(11" Flint Creek Unit I. White Bluff Units 1 and 2. and Independence Units I and 

2. as well as the compliance dates l(w the S02 emission limits tl1r White BluiTUnits I and 2 and 

Independence Units I and 2. are stayed from (INSERT nATF: OF FEDERAL REGISTF.R 

PUBLICATION I until (INSERT ()ATI•: 90 DAYS AFTER FEDERAL REGISTim 

PliBLICATION!. when t!K stay will automatically terminate. 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

Mr. Nidwlas Jacob llronni 
lvls . .l\lmie I .dgh Ewing 
Counsel i(Jr the State or Arkansas 
Arkansas !\tlorney Ucneral's Ol'licc 
200 Catktt-Prien Building 
.12:1 Center Street 
l.iuk Rnck. Arkansas 7220 I 

t\prill4. 2017 

lHE AOMINtSTRATOH 

RF: Convening a Proceeding I(Jr Reconsideration of Final Rule. "Promulgation or i\ir Quality 
Implementation Plans: Stale ofi\rkansns: Rcgionnlllnzc and lntcrstntc Visibility Transport 
l:cdcrallmplcmcntation Plan." publishccl September 7. 2016.81 Feel. Reg. 66332 

Dear Mr. 11ronni and IV!s. Ewing: 

The U.S. l'nvironmental Protection Agency ("we" or "the EPA") has considered the 
petitions l(lr reconsideration or the abnvc-captioned rule. which is commonly known as the 
"J\rkansas Regional I laze Fll'." The petitions were submitted on bchali' or the Arkansas 
Department or Environmental Quality (i\DEQ). Entergy (Entergy Arkansas Inc .. Entcrgy 
Mississippi Inc. and Fntcrgy Power LLC). Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation (AI·:C(') 
and Energy l·:nvi ronmcntal !\II iancc or Arkansas ( EEAi\) pursuant to sect ion 3 07 (d)( 7 )(B) or the 
Clean ;\ir Act (C;\1\) and section 705 or the Administrative Procedure Act. 

\\'c lind that the petitions haw raised one or more objections to the Arkansas Regional 
I laze Fll' that arose alter the eommcnt period or were impracticable to raise during the comment 
period and that arc of central relevance to the rule under 307(d)(7)(13) oi'thc CAA. Thus, by this 
letter. we arc convening a proceeding 1(,. reconsideration of the compliance dates i(>r the NOx 
emission limits for !:lint Creek Unit I. White BluiTUnits I and 2 and Independence Units I and 2, 
and or the ll>IV-Iuad NOx limits applicable to White 13lu1T Units I and 2 and lmlcpcndcncc Units I 
and 2 during periods of operation at less than 50 percent of the unit's maximum heat input rating. 
Further. based on statements by Entergy regarding the limited future operations or White Blurr. 
the I: I';\ also grants reconsideration or the S02 emission limits I(Jr Units I and 2 at the ll1cility. 
The FP!\ did not specilically request comment on the IS-month compliance dates H>r NOx contmls 
or the spccilic low-load NOx limit in the I'll'. and reconsideration will allow l(>r additional public 
comment on these issues. In addition. new inl(mnation clarilicd the intent oi'Entergy's comments 
regarding ltilure operations at Whitc Hlutr and indicated that reconsideration or the S02 BART 
emission limits based on a shorter remaining uscl'ul life is warranted. Finally. as we arc 
reconsidering the c<'lllJllianec dates l()r the NOx emission limits at Independence. we also arc 

lntomot Addross {UAl} • h!lp:I/W\W/,epa.gov 
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reconsidering the wmplianec dales li:lr the SOc emission limits l(n Independence Units I and :!to 
ensure that the schedule I(H· compliance for these emission limits is coordinntcd. 

We will prepare a notice of proposed rulcmaking that will provide i\DE<J. Entergy. AECC. 
I'F;\;\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues idcntilicd above as well as any 
other mnttcr we believe will benefit from additional comment. We apprccintc your input nnd your 
interest in this matter. The IT;\ is not at this time laking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions for reconsideration or the Arkansas F\1'. We also note that a decision to reconsider 
clements of a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity \(Jr comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. ;\t a later time. we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination or the 
merits of issues raised in a petition for reconsideration. 

If you haw any questions on this action, please contact Barbara Nann in the Oniec of 
Regional Counsel. Region 6, at (2\4) 665-2 I 57 or by email at nann.barbara(q'Jcpa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related to the 
I it igat ion to Samara Spence, U.S. Department of' Justice counsel. at (202) 5 14-2285. 

Rcspcetf'ully yours, 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

~vir. William IV!. Bumpers 
IV!s. Debra .1. .lczouit 
Ms. Allison Watkins Mallick 
Counsc•l I(H· Entergy 
Baker !lolls LLI' 
12'!'! Pennsylvania A venue. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20004 

i\pril14.2017 

THE ADMfN!S l'HATOH 

RE: Convening a Proceeding l(ll' Reconsideration of Final Rule. "Promulgation of Air Quality 
lmplemcnlation Plans: Stale of Arkansas: Regional I laze and Interstate Visibility Transport 
Fcdcrallmplcmcnlation Plan." published September 7, 2016, Sl !'eel. Reg. 66332 

Dear lvlr. Bumpers. Ms . .lcwuit and Ms. IV!allick: 

The l.l.S. l:nvironmcntal Protection Agency ("we" or "the U';\") has considered the 
petitions l\1r reconsideration of the above-captioned rule, which is commonly known as the 
"Arkansas Regional l-la/.e Fll'." The petitions were submitlcd on behalf of the Arkansas 
Department of Fnvimnmcntal Quality (ADEQ). Entergy (Entergy Arkansas Inc., Entcrgy 
Mississippi Inc. and Entcrgy Power LL.C), Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation (;\FCC') 
and Energy r:nvironmental Alliance of Arkansas (EEJ\J\) pursuant to section J07(d)(7)(J:l) of the 
Clean Air Act (C;\;\) and section 70S ofthc Administrative l'rocedurc Act. 

We lind that the petitions have raised one or more objections to the Arkansas Regional 
lla?e FIP that arose alter the comment period or were impracticable to raise during the comment 
pniod and that arc of central rdevance to the rule under J07(d)(7l(ll) of the CAA. Thus. by this 
letter. we arc convening a proceeding li11· reconsideration of the compliance dates li>r the NO;; 
cmissinn limits lc>r Flint Creek Unit I, White lllul'f Units r and 2 and Independence Units I and 2. 
and ol'thc lnw-Joacl NO;; limits applicable to White llluiTUnits 1 anc12 and independence Units I 
and 2 during periods of operation at Jess than 50 percent of the unit's maximum heal input rating. 
Further. based on statements by l'ntergy regarding the limited litturc operations of White Blun: 
the liP A also grants reconsideration of the so, emission limits J(Jr Units I and 2 at the li1cility. 
TheEl';\ did not specilically request comment on the I 8-month compliance dates for NO;; controls 
or the specific low-load NOs limit in the FIP. and reconsideration will allow for additional public 
comment on these issues. ln addition, new inlimnation clarilied the intent of Entergy's comments 
regarding liHurc npcrations at White Lllulf and indicated that reconsideration of the so, BART 
emission limits based on a shorter remaining useful lilc is warranted. Finally. as 1\'C arc 
reconsidering the compliance dates ll1r the NO~ emission limits at Independence. we also arc 
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reconsidering the compliance dates I'm the SCh emission limits l(,r Independence llnits I and 2 to 
ensure tlwt the schedule lc'r compliance I(H these emission limits is coordinated. 

We will prepare a notice o!'proposcd rulemaking that will provide i\DEQ, Fntergy. i\ECC. 
EE/1/\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues identilicd above as well as any 
other matter we believL' will bene lit li·mn additional comment. We nppreciatc your input and your 
interest in this matter. 'l'he EP i\ is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions l(>r rcconsidcrntion ol' the Arkansas Fll'. We also note thnt a decision to reconsider 
clements or a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity I(H· comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. At a later time, we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not n determination o!'the 
merits <)I' issues raised in a petition l{lr reconsideration. 

I r you have any questions on this action. pkasc contact Bmbnra Nann in the Ol'llcc ol' 
Regional Counsel. Region 6. at (214) ()65-2157 or by email at nann.barbarn@cpa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related to the 
litigation to Samara Spence. U.S. Department oi'Justiec counsel, at (202) 514-2285. 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

April 14. 2017 

~·Is . .Jennifer L. Loincano 
Counsel !i1r Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation 
P.O. !lox 194208 
l.ittle Rock. Arkansas 72219-4208 

THE ADMINISTRATOR 

RE: Convening a Proceeding tor Reconsideration of Final Rule, "Promulgation of Air Qunlity 
Implementation Plans: State of Arkansas: Regional I laze and Interstate Visibility Transport 
Federal Implementation Plan:· published September 7, 20 I 6. 81 Fed. Reg. 66332 

Dear Ms. l.oincano: 

The U.S. lonvironmcntal Protection Agency ("'we" or "the EPA") has considered the 
petitions for reconsideration of the abnvc-captioned rule, which i:; commonly known as the 
";\rkan:;as Regional !laze FIP ... The petitions were submitted on behalf of the ;\rkan:;as 
Department of Environmental Quality (1\J)JoQ), Entcrgy (Entergy Arkansas Inc .. Emergy 
tvlississippi Inc. and lcntcrgy Power LLC). Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation (1\EC:C) 
and Fnergy J:nvirnnmental Alliance of Arkansas (EEAA) pursuant to section 307(d)(7)(ll) oftlw 
Clean Air Act (CAA) and section 705 oi'the Administrative Procedure 1\ct. 

We lind that the petitions have raised one or more objections to the Arkansas Regional 
!laze FIP that arose alkr the comment period or were impracticable to raise during the comment 
period and that arc of central relevance to the rule under 307(d)(7)(B) of the CJ\A. Thus. by this 
letter. we arc convening a proceeding lor rcconsidcratinn of the compliance dates for the NO,, 
emission limits i(H· Flint Creek Unit I. White BluiT Units I nnd 2 and Independence Units I and 2. 
and ,,fthe low-load NOs limits applicable to \Vhitc BluiTUnits I and 2 and lndcpcndcm:c Units I 
and 2 during periods of operation at less than 50 percent nfthc unit's maximum heat input rating. 
Further. based on statements by l'ntcrgy regarding the limited 1\Jture operations of White Bluff. 
the loP A also grants reconsideration ol' the SO, emission limits I(Jr Units I and 2 at the ltJeility. 
The IT;\ did not spccilically request comment on the 18-month compliance dates lew NOs controls 
or the spccilic ln1v-load NOs limit in the Fll', and reconsideration will allow for additional public 
comment on these issues. In addition, new inl(mnntion dnrilicd the intent of Entcrgy's comments 
regarding li1ture operations at White FlluiT and indicated that rceon:;idcration of the so, BART 
emission limits based nn a shorter remaining useful life is warranted. Finally, as we an~ 

reconsidering the compliance dates ll>r the NOx emission limits at Independence. we also arc 
reconsidering the cmnplianec dates liw the S02 emission limits !()!'Independence Units I nnd 2 to 
ensure that the scheduk li11· compliance li1r these emission limits is coordinated. 
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We will prepare a notice of proposed rulcmaking that will provide ADEQ. Entergy. ;\ECC, 
1:1:;\/\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues idcntilicd above as well as any 
other maller we believe will bene tit ii·om additional comment. We appreciate your input and your 
interest in this matter. The EPA is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions !'or n::considcration of' lhe Arkansas FIP. \Vc also note that a decision ln reconsider 

elements of a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity lor comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. At a Inter time, we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under rewnsidcration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination of the 
merits of issues raised in a petition l(w reconsideration. 

11· you have any questions on this action. please contact Barbara Nann in the Onice of 
Regional Counsel. Region 6. at (214) 665-2157 or by email at mlnn.barbaraiit}cpa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related to the 
litigation to Samara Spence, U.S. Department of.lustice counsel. at (202) 514-2285. 

Respectfully yours, 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

Aprill4.20!7 

Mr. Chad L. Wood 
C'ounscll(1r Energy Environmental Alliance or Arkansas 
i'PGMR Law PLLC 
l 0 I Morgan Keegan Drive. Suite;\ 
Little Rock. Arkansas 72202 

Tl!E ADMIN IS THATOR 

RE: Convening a Proceeding liw Reconsideration of Final Rule. "Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans: Stall' oJ';\rkansns: Regional Haze ami Interstate Visibility Transport 
l:cdcrallmplcmcntation Plan:· published September 7. 2016. XI Fed. Reg. 66:1:12 

Dear Mr. Wood: 

The li.S. Environmental Protection Agency ("we·· or •·the EPA") has considered the 
petitions l\1r reconsideration oi' the above-captioned rule. which is commonly known as the 
";\rkansas Regional I laze I'll'." The petitions were submitted on behalf or the Arkansas 
Department of F'nvironmental Quality (i\DEQ). Entcrgy (Fntcrgy Arkansas Inc .. Entcrgy 
Mississippi Inc. and Entcrgy Power LLC). Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation (!\ECC) 
and Energy Environmental Alliance or Arkansas (EEAJ\) pursuant to section 307(d)(7)(13) of the 
Clean Air Act (CAA) and section 705 or the Administrative Procedure Act. 

We lind that the petitions have raised one or more objections to the Arkansas Regional 
!-laze Fl P that aros~ a ncr the <.:ommcnt period or were impracticable lo raise during the comment 
period and that arc or central relevance to the rule under 307(d)(7)(13) of the C:/\1\. Thus. by this 
letter. we arc convening a proceeding for reconsideration of the compliance dates for the NO\ 
emission limits l(w Flint Creek Unit !. White Bluff Units I and 2 and Independence Units I and 2. 
and or the low-load NOx limits applicable to White BluiT Units I and 2 and Independence Units I 
and 2 during periods of operation at less than 50 percent of the unit's maximum heat input rating. 
Further. based on statements by Entergy regarding the limited il1ture operations or White l~luiT 
the I'PA also grants reconsideration or the so, emission limits for Units I and 2 at the liJcility. 
The I'I'A did not spccilically request comment on the 18-nwnth compliance dates l(>r NOx controls 
or the spc•cilic low-load NOx limit in the Fll'. and reconsideration will allow l(ll" additional public 
comment on these issues. In addition, new inl(mnation clarified the intent oi' Entergy's comments 
regarding future operations at White Bluff and indicated thut reconsideration of the SCll 13/\RT 
emission limits based on a shorter remaining useful life is warranted. Finally. us we are 
reconsidering the compliance dates l(ll· the NOx emission limits at lmlcpcndcncc. we also arc 
reconsidering the compliance dates l(lr the S02 emission limits for Jndcpendcnce Units I and 2 to 
ensure that the schedule l(ll· compliance for these emission limits is coordinated. 
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We will prepare a notice of proposed rulcmaking that will provide ADEQ, Entcrgy. AECC. 
EEAi\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues idcntiliccl above as well as any 
other matter we believe will bcnetit li·ntn additional comment. We appreciate your input and your 
interest in this malter. The EP !\ is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions l(lr reconsideration of the Arkansas FIP. We also note that a decision to reconsider 
elements of a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity for comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. At a later time, we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination of the 
merits o!' issues raised in a petition n..1r reconsideration. 

If you haw any questions on this action, please contact Barbara Nann in the On!ee of 
Regional Counsel. Region 6. at (214) 665-2157 or by email at nann.barbnrn@cpa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related to the 
litigation to Samara Spence. U.S. Department of Justice counsel. at (202) 514-2285. 


